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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see pages 13-19, filed February 21, 2006, with respect to 
claims 1-55 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejections of claims 1- 
55 have been withdrawn. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-55, and 60-62 are allowed. The following is a statement of reasons for 
the indication of allowable subject matter: The prior art fails to disclose upper level 
component that communicates with application programs, the upper level component 
submitting all file write requests to the remote component and submitting at least some 
file read requests to the local component. Claims 17, 34, and 46 is similar scope in that 
it claims upper level file system dividing the file requests from the application program 
between the remote file system and the local file system. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 57 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 56 and 58-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over admitted prior art (Admission). 



As per claim 56, Admission discloses a system handling read and write file 
requests from an application, the read and write requests relating to real-data, the 
system comprising: 

a) a client computer; (Figure 2; item 122, San Client) 

b) a server computer; (Figure 2: item 124, San Server) 

c) a SAN-attached storage device for storing the real-data, the SAN-attached 
storage device being connected to the client computer and the server computer via a 
storage area network; (Figure 2: item 126) 

d) client software on the client computer that receives read and write file 
requests from the application, wherein the client software 

i) submits write file requests and the related real-data to the server via local area 
network protocols, and ([0036]) 

ii) receives real-data relating to the read request directly from the 
SAN-attached storage device; and (Figure 2: item 132, [0045]) 

e) server software on the server computer, wherein the server software 
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i) receives the write requests and the related real-data from the client 
computer, and ([0036], Figure 1: item 116) 

ii) submits real-data related to the write requests to the SAN-attached 
storage device for storage. ([0036], Figure 1 item 116) 

As per claim 58, Admission discloses the system of claim 56, wherein the client 
software submits all write requests to the server and receives real-data relating to all of 
the read requests directly from the SAN-attached storage device. ([0036], [0045], 
Figure 1: item 116, Figure 2: item 132) 

As per claim 59, Admission discloses the system of 56, wherein the client 
software submits all write requests to the server using local area network protocols 
passed by physical connections forming the storage area network. ([0057])Figure 1: 
items 106, 116) 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Kazar et al. (US 2002/01 12022) discloses handling 
file level and block level remote file access, however does not disclose the upper level 
component submitting all file write requests to the remote component and submitting at 
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least some file read requests to the local component. A close review of these 
references is recommended. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chirag R. Patel whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7966. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 7:30AM to 
4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia, can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pairdirect.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll free). 




